
For the best experience, open this PDF portfolio in
 
Acrobat X or Adobe Reader X, or later.
 

Get Adobe Reader Now! 

http://www.adobe.com/go/reader


































From: Matthew Weigel
To: "Bordelon, Seth"; Farabee, Jacqueline R MVN
Cc: Raul Gutierrez; Fontenot.Alison@epa.gov; Joe Maryman
Subject: [EXTERNAL] RE: Information request to GDE MB Sponsor
Date: Wednesday, May 11, 2016 11:58:56 AM
Attachments: image003.png


Jacqueline,


The information requests made by the Corps,  EPA and USFWS appear sufficient to LDWF.  We have no additional
 requests of the sponsors at this time.  


However, since Joe and I have not been involved with the GDE bank and lack history on the issues, it may be
 beneficial for us to review some of  the more recent correspondence between the sponsor and the Corps.


Once the information/prospectus is provided, we too will provide additional comments.


Thanks for coordinating,


Matt Weigel


42371 Phyllis Ann Drive


Hammond, LA 70403


Phone (985) 543-4777


                             Habitat Section


This electronic mail transmission may constitute an attorney-client communication that is privileged at law. It is not
 intended for transmission to, or receipt by, any unauthorized persons. If you have received this electronic mail
 transmission in error, please delete it from your system without copying it, and notify the sender by reply e-mail, so
 that our address record can be corrected. All statements made in this electronic mail transmission are solely the
 opinions and advice of the parties involved and should not be construed as statements of law


From: Bordelon, Seth [mailto:seth_bordelon@fws.gov]
Sent: Friday, May 06, 2016 12:11 PM
To: Jacqueline Farabee
Cc: Raul Gutierrez; Fontenot.Alison@epa.gov; Joe Maryman; Matthew Weigel
Subject: Re: Information request to GDE MB Sponsor
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Jacqueline,


We definitely support having the sponsor submit a revised prospectus with the additional information described in
 your original email, as well as that provided by Raul in his response shown below. We believe that the sponsor
 should also include a detailed discussion of the potential effects of the existing high fence, whether/how it may be
 modified to reduce impacts to terrestrial wildlife, and the extent to which it would limit the potential to achieve the
 full suite of ecological benefits (and associated wetland mitigation credits) typically attainable at such sites.


We will provide additional comments in response to the prospectus. Thanks.


Seth Bordelon
U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service
Louisiana Ecological Services Office
(337) 291-3138
seth_bordelon@fws.gov <mailto:seth_bordelon@fws.gov>


On Thu, May 5, 2016 at 10:18 AM, Gutierrez, Raul <Gutierrez.Raul@epa.gov <mailto:Gutierrez.Raul@epa.gov> >
 wrote:


In addition to the information requested below, I would be interested in reviewing the following specific items:
- Map showing previous, current, and planned/future condition of the site's hydrology
- Map showing previous, current, and planned/future condition of the site's vegetation
- Map showing previous, current, and planned/future condition of other site features (ponds, food plots, shooting
 lanes, fence ROW, etc.)
- A site restoration plan or similar adaptive management plan that details the work to be undertaken to achieve the
 planned/future condition of the site. This, along with the maps, will determine the credit potential, if any, of the site.
- Plan for amending the Conservation Servitude.


We may provide additional comments or suggestions as we receive more information regarding this bank.


Raul Gutierrez, Ph.D.
Wetlands Section (6WQ-EM)
US EPA Region 6
(504) 862-2371


Office:
US Army Corps of Engineers
New Orleans District
CEMVN-OD-SC
Post Office Box 60267
New Orleans, Louisiana 70160-0267


-----Original Message-----
From: Farabee, Jacqueline R MVN [mailto:Jacqueline.R.Farabee@usace.army.mil
 <mailto:Jacqueline.R.Farabee@usace.army.mil> ]
Sent: Monday, May 02, 2016 3:55 PM
To: Balkum, Kyle <kbalkum@wlf.la.gov <mailto:kbalkum@wlf.la.gov> >; Bordelon, Seth
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 <seth_bordelon@fws.gov <mailto:seth_bordelon@fws.gov> >; Cheatwood, Twyla <twyla.cheatwood@noaa.gov
 <mailto:twyla.cheatwood@noaa.gov> >; Davis, Dawn - NOAA Federal <dawn.davis@noaa.gov
 <mailto:dawn.davis@noaa.gov> >; Gutierrez, Raul <Gutierrez.Raul@epa.gov <mailto:Gutierrez.Raul@epa.gov>
 >; Hartman, Richard <Richard.Hartman@noaa.gov <mailto:Richard.Hartman@noaa.gov> >; Fontenot, Alison
 <Fontenot.Alison@epa.gov <mailto:Fontenot.Alison@epa.gov> >; Mallarch, Troy <troy.mallach@la.usda.gov
 <mailto:troy.mallach@la.usda.gov> >; Marceaux, Josh <joshua_marceaux@fws.gov
 <mailto:joshua_marceaux@fws.gov> >; Maryman, Joe <jmaryman@wlf.la.gov <mailto:jmaryman@wlf.la.gov> >;
 Pecquet, Sharon <Sharon.pecquet@la.gov <mailto:Sharon.pecquet@la.gov> >; Pitre, John <john.pitre@la.usda.gov
 <mailto:john.pitre@la.usda.gov> >; Templet, Kelley <Kelley.templet@la.gov <mailto:Kelley.templet@la.gov> >;
 Weigel, Matt <mweigel@wlf.la.gov <mailto:mweigel@wlf.la.gov> >; Williams, Patrick
 <patrick.williams@noaa.gov <mailto:patrick.williams@noaa.gov> >; Zumo, Stephanie <Stephanie.zumo@la.gov
 <mailto:Stephanie.zumo@la.gov> >
Subject: Information request to GDE MB Sponsor


IRT Members:


It was requested by the Corps (both MVD and MVN) that the Sponsor of the GDE Mitigation Bank provide a
 detailed prospectus to allow for agency review and reassessment of the GDE Mitigation Bank  due to modifications
 proposed in conjunction with the bank (one of which is a high fence).  The purpose of requesting a detailed
 prospectus for the mitigation bank modification is to ensure that the Interagency Review Team (IRT) has the
 information necessary to evaluate his request for credit re-assessment.  According to 33 CFR 332.8 (d) (2)
 Prospectus.  The prospectus must provide a summary of the information regarding the proposed mitigation bank or
 in-lieu fee program, at a sufficient level of detail to support informed public and IRT comment.  The review process
 begins when the sponsor submits a complete prospectus to the district engineer.  For modifications of approved
 instruments, submittal of a new prospectus is not required; instead, the sponsor must submit a written request for an
 instrument modification accompanied by appropriate documentation.  The district engineer must notify the sponsor
 within 30 days whether or not a submitted prospectus is complete.  A complete prospectus includes the following
 information:
-The objectives of the proposed mitigation bank or in-lie fee program.
-How the mitigation bank or in-lieu fee program will be established and operated.
-The proposed service area.
-The proposed ownership arrangements and long-term management strategy for the mitigation bank or in-lieu fee
 project sites.
-The qualifications of the sponsor to successfully complete the types(s) of mitigation project(s) proposed, including
 information describing any past such activities by the sponsor.
-The ecological suitability of the site to achieve the objectives of the proposed mitigation bank, including the
 physical, chemical, and biological characteristics of the bank site and how that site will support the planned types of
 aquatic resources and functions; and -Assurance of sufficient water rights to support the long-term sustainability of
 the mitigation bank.
The reason behind asking the Sponsor for this information is that CEMVN has not received information defining
 what the Sponsor proposes as the absolute bank acreage, the location of all ponds, travel lanes, food plots, any
 detailed information about the high fence located on the bank, including (structure, right-of-way in relation to, etc),
 information on animal breeding operation and how it would be integrated into the mitigation bank management
 plan, as well as a complete adaptive management plan that would detail intent to remediate all non-compliance
 issues on the site.  The request for the information as provided in a prospectus would provide such basic
 information (including maps, plan view and cross sectional drawings, etc.) to enable us to gain a better
 understanding of what actually exists and what path forward is proposed.


Please let me know if you feel this information would be adequate for your re-evaluation of this mitigation bank or
 if you would like a request for additional information along with what we have requested be submitted.   Also, if
 you would like copies of any other correspondence that we have had with the Sponsor please let me know.


Thanks for your coordination.


Jacqueline R. Farabee
Environmental Resources Specialist
Special Projects and Policy Section
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U.S. Army Corps of Engineers
New Orleans District
(504) 862-2595
Have patience.  Worthwhile work takes time.








From: Bordelon, Seth
To: Farabee, Jacqueline R MVN
Cc: Raul Gutierrez; Fontenot.Alison@epa.gov; Maryman, Joe; Matthew Weigel
Subject: [EXTERNAL] Re: Information request to GDE MB Sponsor
Date: Friday, May 06, 2016 12:14:15 PM


Jacqueline,


We definitely support having the sponsor submit a revised prospectus with the additional information described in
 your original email, as well as that provided by Raul in his response shown below. We believe that the sponsor
 should also include a detailed discussion of the potential effects of the existing high fence, whether/how it may be
 modified to reduce impacts to terrestrial wildlife, and the extent to which it would limit the potential to achieve the
 full suite of ecological benefits (and associated wetland mitigation credits) typically attainable at such sites.


We will provide additional comments in response to the prospectus. Thanks.


Seth Bordelon
U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service
Louisiana Ecological Services Office
(337) 291-3138
seth_bordelon@fws.gov <mailto:seth_bordelon@fws.gov>


On Thu, May 5, 2016 at 10:18 AM, Gutierrez, Raul <Gutierrez.Raul@epa.gov <mailto:Gutierrez.Raul@epa.gov> >
 wrote:


        In addition to the information requested below, I would be interested in reviewing the following specific items:
        - Map showing previous, current, and planned/future condition of the site's hydrology
        - Map showing previous, current, and planned/future condition of the site's vegetation
        - Map showing previous, current, and planned/future condition of other site features (ponds, food plots,
 shooting lanes, fence ROW, etc.)
        - A site restoration plan or similar adaptive management plan that details the work to be undertaken to achieve
 the planned/future condition of the site. This, along with the maps, will determine the credit potential, if any, of the
 site.
        - Plan for amending the Conservation Servitude.
       
        We may provide additional comments or suggestions as we receive more information regarding this bank.
       
        Raul Gutierrez, Ph.D.
        Wetlands Section (6WQ-EM)
        US EPA Region 6
        (504) 862-2371
       
        Office:
        US Army Corps of Engineers
        New Orleans District
        CEMVN-OD-SC
        Post Office Box 60267
        New Orleans, Louisiana 70160-0267
       
       
       
        -----Original Message-----
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        From: Farabee, Jacqueline R MVN [mailto:Jacqueline.R.Farabee@usace.army.mil
 <mailto:Jacqueline.R.Farabee@usace.army.mil> ]
        Sent: Monday, May 02, 2016 3:55 PM
        To: Balkum, Kyle <kbalkum@wlf.la.gov <mailto:kbalkum@wlf.la.gov> >; Bordelon, Seth
 <seth_bordelon@fws.gov <mailto:seth_bordelon@fws.gov> >; Cheatwood, Twyla <twyla.cheatwood@noaa.gov
 <mailto:twyla.cheatwood@noaa.gov> >; Davis, Dawn - NOAA Federal <dawn.davis@noaa.gov
 <mailto:dawn.davis@noaa.gov> >; Gutierrez, Raul <Gutierrez.Raul@epa.gov <mailto:Gutierrez.Raul@epa.gov>
 >; Hartman, Richard <Richard.Hartman@noaa.gov <mailto:Richard.Hartman@noaa.gov> >; Fontenot, Alison
 <Fontenot.Alison@epa.gov <mailto:Fontenot.Alison@epa.gov> >; Mallarch, Troy <troy.mallach@la.usda.gov
 <mailto:troy.mallach@la.usda.gov> >; Marceaux, Josh <joshua_marceaux@fws.gov
 <mailto:joshua_marceaux@fws.gov> >; Maryman, Joe <jmaryman@wlf.la.gov <mailto:jmaryman@wlf.la.gov> >;
 Pecquet, Sharon <Sharon.pecquet@la.gov <mailto:Sharon.pecquet@la.gov> >; Pitre, John <john.pitre@la.usda.gov
 <mailto:john.pitre@la.usda.gov> >; Templet, Kelley <Kelley.templet@la.gov <mailto:Kelley.templet@la.gov> >;
 Weigel, Matt <mweigel@wlf.la.gov <mailto:mweigel@wlf.la.gov> >; Williams, Patrick
 <patrick.williams@noaa.gov <mailto:patrick.williams@noaa.gov> >; Zumo, Stephanie <Stephanie.zumo@la.gov
 <mailto:Stephanie.zumo@la.gov> >
        Subject: Information request to GDE MB Sponsor
       
        IRT Members:
       
        It was requested by the Corps (both MVD and MVN) that the Sponsor of the GDE Mitigation Bank provide a
 detailed prospectus to allow for agency review and reassessment of the GDE Mitigation Bank  due to modifications
 proposed in conjunction with the bank (one of which is a high fence).  The purpose of requesting a detailed
 prospectus for the mitigation bank modification is to ensure that the Interagency Review Team (IRT) has the
 information necessary to evaluate his request for credit re-assessment.  According to 33 CFR 332.8 (d) (2)
 Prospectus.  The prospectus must provide a summary of the information regarding the proposed mitigation bank or
 in-lieu fee program, at a sufficient level of detail to support informed public and IRT comment.  The review process
 begins when the sponsor submits a complete prospectus to the district engineer.  For modifications of approved
 instruments, submittal of a new prospectus is not required; instead, the sponsor must submit a written request for an
 instrument modification accompanied by appropriate documentation.  The district engineer must notify the sponsor
 within 30 days whether or not a submitted prospectus is complete.  A complete prospectus includes the following
 information:
        -The objectives of the proposed mitigation bank or in-lie fee program.
        -How the mitigation bank or in-lieu fee program will be established and operated.
        -The proposed service area.
        -The proposed ownership arrangements and long-term management strategy for the mitigation bank or in-lieu
 fee project sites.
        -The qualifications of the sponsor to successfully complete the types(s) of mitigation project(s) proposed,
 including information describing any past such activities by the sponsor.
        -The ecological suitability of the site to achieve the objectives of the proposed mitigation bank, including the
 physical, chemical, and biological characteristics of the bank site and how that site will support the planned types of
 aquatic resources and functions; and -Assurance of sufficient water rights to support the long-term sustainability of
 the mitigation bank.
        The reason behind asking the Sponsor for this information is that CEMVN has not received information
 defining what the Sponsor proposes as the absolute bank acreage, the location of all ponds, travel lanes, food plots,
 any detailed information about the high fence located on the bank, including (structure, right-of-way in relation to,
 etc), information on animal breeding operation and how it would be integrated into the mitigation bank
 management plan, as well as a complete adaptive management plan that would detail intent to remediate all non-
compliance issues on the site.  The request for the information as provided in a prospectus would provide such basic
 information (including maps, plan view and cross sectional drawings, etc.) to enable us to gain a better
 understanding of what actually exists and what path forward is proposed.
       
        Please let me know if you feel this information would be adequate for your re-evaluation of this mitigation
 bank or if you would like a request for additional information along with what we have requested be submitted.  
 Also, if you would like copies of any other correspondence that we have had with the Sponsor please let me know.
       
        Thanks for your coordination.
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        Jacqueline R. Farabee
        Environmental Resources Specialist
        Special Projects and Policy Section
        U.S. Army Corps of Engineers
        New Orleans District
        (504) 862-2595
        Have patience.  Worthwhile work takes time.
       
       
       
       


























































































































		document 

		1 document

		2 document

		3 document


















3S 2W


25 3


9


4


8


14


22


17


2120


35


10


23


11


34


1516


32 33


EVANGELINE
ALLEN


S1/2 SW1/4


N1/2 NE1/4







GDE Investments LA, LLC Mitigation Bank
Section 9 & 16, T3S, R2W, Evangeline Parish, LA


p1 in = 0.25 miles


11/26/2012Legend
Highfence - 8 foot tall
2007 Planting - 238.33 acres
2009 Planting - 144.52 acres
Food Plot - 4.35 acres
Ponds - 0.4 acres








































 


G.D.E. INVESTMENTS LA, LLC MITIGATION BANK 


ADAPTIVE MANAGEMENT PLAN 
 


Written by Brad Segura; JM Burguieres Co. LTD  


9/29/2014 
 


 


 


  







G.D.E. INVESTMENTS LA, LLC MITIGATION BANK 
ADAPTIVE MANAGEMENT PLAN 


 
Introduction 


The purpose of this document is to address the adaptive management plan for G.D.E. Investments LA, 
LLC Mitigation Bank (Bank) located in Evangeline Parish, Louisiana.  In addition, this document provides 
data of the conditions and operations that are currently taking place. The goal of the Adaptive 
Management Plan is to describe procedures to: (1) reduce the number undesirable tree species within 
the Bank and (2) adjust the hard mast tree to soft mast tree ratio to meet the requirement of the 
Mitigation Banking Instrument (MBI). 


Plan for Adaptive Management 


Within the Bank, natural recruitment of various pine 
species has occurred.  This recruitment has contributed 
to pines as being the dominant species within the 
mitigation bank.  To reduce the number of pines, a small 
skid steer loader with a forestry cutter attachment has 
been and will continue to be used to precision clear pines 
and other invasive tree species, such as Chinese Tallow. 
Existing planted trees will be avoided to the extent 
practicable.  The operator has been instructed to avoid 
any significant disturbance of soils. Five (5) new 


permanent monitoring plots have been added to the 
twelve (12) previously existing permanent monitoring 
plots. At the completion of the removal of pine and 
tallow trees, all seventeen (17) permanent monitoring 
plots will be revisited to determine effectiveness of the 
removal activities, determine the presence of invasive 
species, such as, Chinese Tallow, determine the hard 
mast to soft mast ratio and estimate the density of 
surviving trees per acre.  Should the hard mast to soft 
mast ratio or density of trees per acre criteria not be 
met, additional trees will be planted in order to meet the 
requirement set forth within the MBI for the Bank. If 
necessary to control invasive species, such as, Chinese 
tallow, an aerial application of a broad spectrum, 
systemic herbicide, such as, Clearcast, will be applied to 
impacted areas on an acre by acre basis. 


Preliminary Survey 


On August 19, 2014, a J.M. Burguieres Co., LTD biologist visited the Bank to inspect the process and 
determine the extent of completion of non-desirable tree removal (Exhibit 1).  Seventeen (17) random 


Skid Steer with Forestry Cutter Attachment 


Before and After Thinning 


BEFORE 


 
AFTER 


 







G.D.E. INVESTMENTS LA, LLC MITIGATION BANK 
ADAPTIVE MANAGEMENT PLAN 


 
plots were observed for species present and approximate density of trees within a fifteen (15) foot 
radius.  Data and photos from the visit are located in Attachment A. The results of the informal survey 
indicate that the process of removing pine and tallow trees appears to be effective with minimal impact 
to previously planted species.  Overall densities of trees per acre are compliant with the MBI with the 
exception of Plot 09 (~123 trees per acre).  Pre-removal of non-desirable trees can be seen in Plot 17. At 
the time of the survey, it was estimated that approximately 80% of the removal of excessive pines and 
tallow trees has been completed. 
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ATTACHMENT A 


 


 


 


 


 


 


 


 


 


 


 


 


 


 


 


 







G.D.E. INVESTMENTS LA, LLC MITIGATION BANK 
ADAPTIVE MANAGEMENT PLAN 


 
SAMPLE PLOT #01  


DATE: 08/19/2014           


SUMMARY OF OBSERVATIONS: 


Five (5) trees observed in 15 foot radius: roughly 308 trees per acre. 


Trees present: Sweetgum, Red maple, Oaks 


Juncus sp. present at the plot. 


Excessive volunteer pine trees and tallow trees removed during the Fall of 2013.  


 


SAMPLE PLOT PHOTOGRAPHS 
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SAMPLE PLOT #02  


DATE: 08/19/2014           


SUMMARY OF OBSERVATIONS: 


Nine (9) trees observed in 15 foot radius: roughly 554 trees per acre. 


Trees present: Bitter pecan, Red maple, Oaks, American elm 


Ground saturated with Alternanthera phioxoides (alligatorweed) and Pontederia sp. (pickerelweed) 
present at the plot. 


Excessive volunteer pine trees and tallow trees removed during the Fall of 2013. 


 


SAMPLE PLOT PHOTOGRAPHS 
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G.D.E. INVESTMENTS LA, LLC MITIGATION BANK 
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SAMPLE PLOT #03  


DATE: 08/19/2014           


SUMMARY OF OBSERVATIONS: 


Ten (10) trees observed in 15 foot radius: roughly 610 trees per acre. 


Trees present: Sweetgum, Red maple, Oaks 


Ground saturated with Alternanthera phioxoides (alligatorweed) and Pontederia sp. (pickerelweed) 
present at the plot. 


Excessive volunteer pine trees and tallow trees removed during the Fall of 2013. 


 


SAMPLE PLOT PHOTOGRAPHS 
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G.D.E. INVESTMENTS LA, LLC MITIGATION BANK 
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SAMPLE PLOT #04  


DATE: 08/19/2014           


SUMMARY OF OBSERVATIONS: 


Six (6) trees observed in 15 foot radius: roughly 369 trees per acre. 


Trees present: Sweetgum, Red maple, Oaks 


Ground saturated with Alternanthera phioxoides (alligatorweed) and Pontederia sp. (pickerelweed) 
present at the plot. 


Small tallow trees observed at plot. 


Excessive volunteer pine trees and tallow trees removed during the Fall of 2013. 


SAMPLE PLOT PHOTOGRAPHS 
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SAMPLE PLOT #05 


DATE: 08/19/2014           


SUMMARY OF OBSERVATIONS: 


Five (5) trees observed in 15 foot radius: roughly 610 trees per acre. 


Trees present: Green ash, Bitter pecan, Oaks 


Area was recently cleared of pines. 


Excessive volunteer pine trees and tallow trees removed during the Summer of 2014. 


 


 


SAMPLE PLOT PHOTOGRAPHS 
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ADAPTIVE MANAGEMENT PLAN 


 
SAMPLE PLOT #06  


DATE: 08/19/2014           


SUMMARY OF OBSERVATIONS: 


Four (4) trees observed in 15 foot radius: roughly 246 trees per acre. 


Trees present: Oaks 


Small tallow trees were observed at the plot. 


Excessive volunteer pine trees and tallow trees removed during the Fall of 2013. 


 


SAMPLE PLOT PHOTOGRAPHS 
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SAMPLE PLOT #07  


DATE: 08/19/2014           


SUMMARY OF OBSERVATIONS: 


Four (4) trees observed in 15 foot radius: roughly 246 trees per acre. 


Trees present: Bitter pecans and Oaks 


Area was recently cleared of pines. 


Excessive volunteer pine trees and tallow trees removed during the Spring of 2014. 


 


 


SAMPLE PLOT PHOTOGRAPHS 
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SAMPLE PLOT #08  


DATE: 08/19/2014           


SUMMARY OF OBSERVATIONS: 


Six (6) trees observed in 15 foot radius: roughly 369 trees per acre. 


Trees present: Pine Bitter pecan American elm, Oaks 


Ground saturated with Alternanthera phioxoides (alligatorweed) and Pontederia sp. (pickerelweed) 
present at the plot. 


Excessive volunteer pine trees and tallow trees removed during the Spring of 2014. 


 


SAMPLE PLOT PHOTOGRAPHS 
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SAMPLE PLOT #09  


DATE: 08/19/2014           


SUMMARY OF OBSERVATIONS: 


Two(2) trees observed in 15 foot radius: roughly 123 trees per acre. 


Trees present: Sweetgum and Bitter pecan 


Excessive volunteer pine trees and tallow trees removed during the Spring of 2014. 


 


 


SAMPLE PLOT PHOTOGRAPHS 
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G.D.E. INVESTMENTS LA, LLC MITIGATION BANK 
ADAPTIVE MANAGEMENT PLAN 


 
SAMPLE PLOT #10  


DATE: 08/19/2014           


SUMMARY OF OBSERVATIONS: 


Six (6) trees observed in 15 foot radius: roughly 369 trees per acre. 


Trees present:  Pine and Oaks 


Excessive volunteer pine trees and tallow trees removed during the Spring of 2014. 


 


 


 


SAMPLE PLOT PHOTOGRAPHS 


 


  


FACING NORTH FACING EAST 


FACING SOUTH FACING WEST 







G.D.E. INVESTMENTS LA, LLC MITIGATION BANK 
ADAPTIVE MANAGEMENT PLAN 


 
SAMPLE PLOT #11  


DATE: 08/19/2014           


SUMMARY OF OBSERVATIONS: 


Six (6) trees observed in 15 foot radius: roughly 369 trees per acre. 


Trees present:  Pine and Oaks 


Excessive volunteer pine trees and tallow trees removed during the Fall 2013. 


 


 


SAMPLE PLOT PHOTOGRAPHS 
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G.D.E. INVESTMENTS LA, LLC MITIGATION BANK 
ADAPTIVE MANAGEMENT PLAN 


 
SAMPLE PLOT #12 


DATE: 08/19/2014           


SUMMARY OF OBSERVATIONS: 


Five (5) trees observed in 15 foot radius: roughly 308 trees per acre. 


Trees present:  Sweetgum, Bitter Pecan, Green ash, Oaks 


Excessive volunteer pine trees and tallow trees removed during the Fall 2013. 


 


 


SAMPLE PLOT PHOTOGRAPHS 
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G.D.E. INVESTMENTS LA, LLC MITIGATION BANK 
ADAPTIVE MANAGEMENT PLAN 


 
SAMPLE PLOT #13 


DATE: 08/19/2014           


SUMMARY OF OBSERVATIONS: 


Seven (7) trees observed in 15 foot radius: roughly 431 trees per acre. 


Trees present:  Sweetgum, Red maple, Oaks 


Juncus sp. present at the plot. 


Excessive volunteer pine trees and tallow trees removed during the Fall 2013. 


 


SAMPLE PLOT PHOTOGRAPHS 
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G.D.E. INVESTMENTS LA, LLC MITIGATION BANK 
ADAPTIVE MANAGEMENT PLAN 


 
SAMPLE PLOT #14 


DATE: 08/19/2014           


SUMMARY OF OBSERVATIONS: 


Four (4) trees observed in 15 foot radius: roughly 246 trees per acre. 


Trees present:  Pine and Oaks 


Excessive volunteer pine trees and tallow trees removed during the Fall 2013. 


 


 


SAMPLE PLOT PHOTOGRAPHS 
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G.D.E. INVESTMENTS LA, LLC MITIGATION BANK 
ADAPTIVE MANAGEMENT PLAN 


 
SAMPLE PLOT #15  


DATE: 08/19/2014           


SUMMARY OF OBSERVATIONS: 


Four (4) trees observed in 15 foot radius: roughly 246 trees per acre. 


Trees present:  Pine, Honey locust, Oaks 


Juncus sp. present at the plot. 


Excessive volunteer pine trees and tallow trees removed during the Fall 2013. 


 


SAMPLE PLOT PHOTOGRAPHS 
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G.D.E. INVESTMENTS LA, LLC MITIGATION BANK 
ADAPTIVE MANAGEMENT PLAN 


 
SAMPLE PLOT #16  


DATE: 08/19/2014           


SUMMARY OF OBSERVATIONS: 


Eight (8) trees observed in 15 foot radius: roughly 492 trees per acre. 


Trees present: Sweetgum, Red maple, Oaks 


Juncus sp. present at the plot. 


Excessive volunteer pine trees and tallow trees removed during the Fall 2013. 


 


SAMPLE PLOT PHOTOGRAPHS 
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G.D.E. INVESTMENTS LA, LLC MITIGATION BANK 
ADAPTIVE MANAGEMENT PLAN 


 
SAMPLE PLOT #17 


DATE: 08/19/2014           


SUMMARY OF OBSERVATIONS: 


Nineteen (19) trees observed in 15 foot radius: roughly 1,170 trees per acre. 


Trees present: Pine 


This area was in the process of selective clearing. 


Dominant species present was pine however it was noted that other planted trees were surviving. 


Excessive volunteer pine trees and tallow trees currently being removed. 


 


SAMPLE PLOT PHOTOGRAPHS 
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Itemization of information provided 


 


GDE Response to letter dated Sept. 18, 2012 with report dated November 27, 2012 


Date Report Structure Acres  
11-26-2012  2007 plantings 238.3  
11-26-2012  2009 plantings 144.5  
11-26-2012  Ponds 0.4  
11-26-2012  Food Plot 4.4  
     
     
     


 


 


Report by Templin Forestry dated August 16, 2012. 


Date  Structure Acres Notes 
08-15-2012 2007 plantings 197.6  
08-15-2012 2009 plantings 80.7  
08-15-2012 Ponds 0.4  
08-15-2012 Road not in 


mitigation area 
19.87  


08-15-2012 Road in 
mitigation area 


5.6  


08-14-2012 Fence   Fence Ht=8ft. 
08-14-2012 Food Plots  19.7  
08-14-2012  Fire lanes 5.77  


 


 






































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































DEPARTMENT OF THE ARMY 
                    CORPS OF ENGINEERS, NEW ORLEANS DISTRICT 


                               P. O. BOX 60267 


                                           NEW ORLEANS, LOUISIANA  70160-0267 


 REPLY T0 
 ATTENTION OF:                                                           


 
Operations Division 
Western Evaluation Section   
 
SUBJECT:  MVN-1998-00718-WLL 
 
LAC Development, LLC         
C/O: Royal Engineers & Consultants, LLC 
ATTN: Beau Tate  
214 Third Street, Suite 2C 
Baton Rouge, LA 70503 
 
Gentlemen: 
 
          This is in regard to the above subject Department of the Army permit application to 
conduct dredge and fill operations associated with the authorization to develop a 61 acre 
residential subdivision in which 11.3 acres of forested wetlands will be impacted, located 
off of St. James Road in the town of Moss Bluff, Calcasieu Parish, Louisiana.    
 ( Latitude: 30.311724 / Longitude: -93.175731) Hydrologic Unit Code: 08080203 – 
Calcasieu Watershed, as shown on the enclosed drawings. 
 
          The former authorization at the subject project site had previously included 
mitigation for 4.1 acres of BLH, which was deducted from the present impact total.  The 
proposed project will also include restoration of 1.08 acres of BLH which will also be 
deducted.  The remaining 6.12 acres of jurisdictional BLH habitat will be impacted due to 
project construction. 
 
          In order to satisfy the requirements of our regulations, and comply with our 1990 
Memorandum of Agreement with the US Environmental Protection Agency (EPA), it has 
been determined that compensatory mitigation will be required for unavoidable impacts 
to jurisdictional wetlands, associated with your proposed project.  
  
          Attached is a list of approved mitigation banks, sponsor contact information, and 
necessary credits suitable for your project.  Your compensatory mitigation requirements 
may be met by obtaining the appropriate credits from the sponsor/sponsors listed on the 
enclosure.  You must insure that the selected bank sponsor(s) provides written notification 
to the US Army Corps of Engineers, New Orleans District, Regulatory Branch, that the 
appropriate compensatory mitigation credits have been obtained and the credit 
procurement has been recorded into the Regulatory In-Lieu Fee and Bank Information 
Tracking System (RIBITS).  It is also important that you contact the bank sponsor/sponsors 
listed to ensure the availability of the prescribed acreage and resource type.   
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   Please advise your project manager within 15 days of the date of this letter, if you 
chose to utilize an approved mitigation bank for compensating project related impacts and 
provide the mitigation bank you have entered into an agreement with.  Once the above 
requirements are met, we will continue with our processing of your subject application.   
 
            If you have any questions, please contact your project manager with this office, 
Michael H. Herrmann at (504) 862-1954 or michael.h.herrmann@usace.army.mil.  
                                       
                                                             Sincerely, 
 
 
                                                                       Martin S. Mayer 
                                                                   Chief, Regulatory Branch 
                                                                       Operations Division 
 
 
Enclosure 
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APPROVED MITIGATION BANKS FOR 
MVN-1998-00718-WLL 
 
For impacts within HUC 08080203: 
 
1. Bank Name: Briar Marsh Mitigation Bank 
    
Bank Sponsor: Kathleen Bosley 


230 Bill Jackson Lane 
Ragley, LA 70657 
Phone: (337) 725-6141 
 


Bank POC: Kathleen Bosley 
230 Bill Jackson Lane 
Ragley, LA 70657 
Phone: (337) 725-6141 


 
  Number of Habitat Acres/Credits required: 11.6 acres of bottomland hardwoods. 
 
Or: 
 
 
2. Bank Name: Cow Bayou Mitigation Bank 
    
Bank Sponsor: B.H. Mitigation LLC 


5667 Bankers Avenue 
Baton Rouge, LA 70808-2610 
Phone: (225) 922-4662 


 


Bank POC: Tom Spies 
5667 Bankers Avenue 
Baton Rouge, LA 70808-2610 
Phone: (225) 922-4662 


 
 Number of Habitat Acres/Credits required: 10.5 acres of bottomland hardwoods. 
 
or 
 
3. Bank Name: Moss Lake Mitigation Bank 
    
Bank Sponsor: Delta Land Services, LLC 


1090 Cinclaire Drive 
Port Allen, LA 70767 
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Phone: (225) 343-3900 
 


Bank POC: Ms. Codi Moore 
1090 Cinclaire Drive 
Port Allen, LA 70767 
Phone: (225) 388-5151 
 


 
Number of Habitat Acres/Credits required: 10.5 acres of bottomland hardwoods. 
 
or 
 
4. Bank Name: Nabours No Hope Farms Mitigation Bank 
    
Bank Sponsor: No Hope Farms 


3174 Miller Lane 
Lake Charles, LA 70605 
Phone: (337) 802-3734 
 


Bank POC: Russell Walters 
2205 Pinhook Road Suite 200 
Lafayette, LA 70508 
(337) 522-7207 


 
Number of Habitat Acres/Credits required: 8.9 acres of bottomland hardwoods. 
 
or 
 
5. Bank Name: Petit Bois Mitigation Bank 
    
Bank Sponsor: Third Louisiana Resource, LLC 


412 North Fourth Street, Suite 300 
Baton Rouge, LA 70802 
Phone: (225) 372-6107 
 


Bank POC: Frank Savoy 
412 North Fourth Street, Suite 300 
Baton Rouge, LA 70802 
Phone: (225) 372-6161 


 
Number of Habitat Acres/Credits required: 10.3 acres of bottomland hardwoods. 
 
or 
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6. Bank Name: Petit Bois Addendum I Non-Coastal Mitigation Bank 
    
Bank Sponsor: Third Louisiana Resource, LLC 


412 North Fourth Street, Suite 300 
Baton Rouge, LA 70802 
Phone: (225) 372-6107 
 


Bank POC: Frank Savoy 
412 North Fourth Street, Suite 300 
Baton Rouge, LA 70802 
Phone: (225) 372-6161 


 
Number of Habitat Acres/Credits required: 9.7 acres of bottomland hardwoods. 
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Seth Bordelon


From: Bordelon, Seth
Sent: Monday, May 16, 2016 12:50 PM
To: Matthew Weigel
Cc: Gutierrez, Raul; Farabee, Jacqueline R MVN; Kyle Balkum; Cheatwood, Twyla; Davis, 


Dawn - NOAA Federal; Hartman, Richard; Fontenot, Alison; Mallarch, Troy; Marceaux, 
Josh; Joe Maryman; Sharon McCarthy Pecquet; Pitre, John; Kelley Templet; Williams, 
Patrick; Stephanie Zumo; David Soileau


Subject: Re: IRT GDE Exhibit 9 as presented to the Corps change in response date


 
Jacqueline, 
 
I was out of the office last week, so this is my first look at the agent’s response. I do not think the information 
provided adequately addresses our concerns from my original email regarding the game fence. Below are a few 
comments and specific issues I’d like to see addressed. 
 
As you know, the Fish and Wildlife Coordination Act requires the Corps to coordinate with the Service and 
LDWF before issuing a 404 permit to ensure that fish and wildlife conservation receives equal consideration 
with other project features. We feel that fish and wildlife resources are critical components (along with 
vegetation, hydrology, soils, etc.) to any functional wetland ecosystem, and therefore their impacts must be 
mitigated. The primary objective of mitigation banks should be to fully offset ALL wetland functions and 
values lost at an impact site. Secondary uses of a mitigation bank (e.g., hunting) should not dictate the design of 
the mitigation project in a manner that would limit the functions and values of the site. While a fence may not 
affect jurisdiction, it certainly affects some aspects of an ecosystem’s functionality, particularly with regards to 
wildlife. 
 
Wildlife movement is a primary concern regarding the fence. A fence would prevent ingress and egress for 
some species. There are four basic types of organism movements: (1) home range (regular movements within a 
fixed area), (2) migratory (seasonal movements between breeding and non-breeding habitats), (3) dispersal 
(movements by juveniles away from natal area), and (4) geographic range shifts (long-term movements in 
response to climatic or environmental changes) (Hunter, M.L. Jr., 1997). There are many scientific papers that 
discuss home ranges of different species, including home range sizes and overlap, as well as determining factors 
such as food resources, reproduction requirements, breeding territories, sex and age of an individuals, etc. The 
Sponsor should thoroughly address how the fence may affect home ranges of native species in the area. 
Migratory movements would not likely be impacted for birds, but should be considered by the Sponsor for all 
native terrestrial species in the area. Dispersal limitations are a serious concern with fencing. In most large 
mammal species, juvenile males often disperse long distances from the family unit. A fence would prevent 
dispersal for those animals. Dispersal should be thoroughly examined by the Sponsor for any species that may 
be affected. The idea of geographic range shifts should also be examined by the sponsor across all wildlife 
guilds. Other uncertainties regarding the fence that should be considered/addressed by the Sponsor include: (1) 
Is backwater flooding expected in the area? How would the fence limit wildlife ingress/egress in response to 
flooding events on or off site? (2) What if white-tailed deer populations grow too large and over browse the 
site? How might this affect habitat quality for other species that require a more dense forest understory? (3) 
Could confinement within the project site accelerate the spread of disease? (4) Any other factors that could 
affect population dynamics (by species) or unintended habitat alterations. 
 
It should be noted that, in general, the Service does not view the exclusion of predators from a site as 
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ecologically beneficial. Most of the “benefits” being attributed to the fence can likely be explained by the site’s 
habitat diversity as compared to the surrounding monoculture pine forests. Regarding feral hogs, there are other 
control options that the Service would consider ecologically preferable to an 8-foot game fence exclosure. We 
will gladly participate in a meeting with the Sponsor to discuss alternatives to the game fence for wildlife 
management and feral hog control. 
 
Hunter, M.L. Jr. 1997. The Biological Landscape. Pages 57‐67 in K.A. Kohm and J.F. Franklin (eds) Creating 
a Forestry for the 21st Century. 
 
Seth Bordelon 
U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service 
Louisiana Ecological Services Office 
(337) 291-3138 
seth_bordelon@fws.gov 
 
 
On Mon, May 16, 2016 at 12:31 PM, Matthew Weigel <mweigel@wlf.la.gov> wrote: 
Jacqueline, 
 
Although the sponsor's argument for maintaining the fence was stated, Exhibit 9 does not provide the essential 
information requested by the USACE and IRT members.  We believe that the information enumerated within 
the USACE's and EPA's previous emails (May 02, 2016 and May 05, 2016 respectively) and referenced within 
USFWS response (May 06, 2016) should be provided to the IRT.  We too would like to review a complete 
information package. 
 
Thanks for coordinating, 
Matt Weigel 
42371 Phyllis Ann Drive 
Hammond, LA 70403 
Phone (985) 543-4777 
 
                             Habitat Section 
 
This electronic mail transmission may constitute an attorney-client communication that is privileged at law. It is 
not intended for transmission to, or receipt by, any unauthorized persons. If you have received this electronic 
mail transmission in error, please delete it from your system without copying it, and notify the sender by reply 
e-mail, so that our address record can be corrected. All statements made in this electronic mail transmission are 
solely the opinions and advice of the parties involved and should not be construed as statements of law 
 
 
-----Original Message----- 
From: Gutierrez, Raul [mailto:Gutierrez.Raul@epa.gov] 
Sent: Monday, May 16, 2016 12:21 PM 
To: Farabee, Jacqueline R MVN; Kyle Balkum; Bordelon, Seth; Cheatwood, Twyla; Davis, Dawn - NOAA 
Federal; Hartman, Richard; Fontenot, Alison; Mallarch, Troy; Marceaux, Josh; Joe Maryman; Sharon McCarthy 
Pecquet; Pitre, John ; Kelley Templet; Matthew Weigel; Williams, Patrick; Stephanie Zumo 
Subject: RE: IRT GDE Exhibit 9 as presented to the Corps change in response date 
 
This does not adequately answer any of my previous questions. In addition, a few more issues are raised below. 
 
-The final sentence of paragraph one states that the fence will only be there for a limited number of years. We 
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need to know how much longer they intend to keep the fence. This can be addressed in maps depicting past, 
present, and future/planned conditions, but a specific time frame should be included in the narrative portion of 
their proposal. 
 
-Paragraph two begins with a reference to authorization from CEMVN. The EPA does not have a copy in our 
records and would very much appreciate a copy of this document. 
 
-Paragraph four states that the herd is kept below the carrying capacity. The EPA is interested in reviewing how 
the calculations were performed, and how the sponsor will certify that the reported number of animals on site is 
true. Additionally, we would like the opportunity to review the browse surveys that demonstrate the herd is 
below the carrying capacity. 
 
Thanks for the opportunity to review and comment on the letter provided by the applicant. We look forward to 
reviewing the complete information package once it is made available. 
 
 
Raul Gutierrez, Ph.D. 
Wetlands Section (6WQ-EM) 
US EPA Region 6 
(504) 862-2371 
 
Office: 
US Army Corps of Engineers 
New Orleans District 
CEMVN-OD-SC 
Post Office Box 60267 
New Orleans, Louisiana 70160-0267 
 
 
 
-----Original Message----- 
From: Farabee, Jacqueline R MVN [mailto:Jacqueline.R.Farabee@usace.army.mil] 
Sent: Monday, May 16, 2016 9:27 AM 
To: Balkum, Kyle <kbalkum@wlf.la.gov>; Bordelon, Seth <seth_bordelon@fws.gov>; Cheatwood, Twyla 
<twyla.cheatwood@noaa.gov>; Davis, Dawn - NOAA Federal <dawn.davis@noaa.gov>; Gutierrez, Raul 
<Gutierrez.Raul@epa.gov>; Hartman, Richard <Richard.Hartman@noaa.gov>; Fontenot, Alison 
<Fontenot.Alison@epa.gov>; Mallarch, Troy <troy.mallach@la.usda.gov>; Marceaux, Josh 
<joshua_marceaux@fws.gov>; Maryman, Joe <jmaryman@wlf.la.gov>; Pecquet, Sharon 
<Sharon.pecquet@la.gov>; Pitre, John <john.pitre@la.usda.gov>; Templet, Kelley <Kelley.templet@la.gov>; 
Weigel, Matt <mweigel@wlf.la.gov>; Williams, Patrick <patrick.williams@noaa.gov>; Zumo, Stephanie 
<Stephanie.zumo@la.gov> 
Subject: IRT GDE Exhibit 9 as presented to the Corps change in response date 
 
In this e-mail I requested a response by May 23 (looked at wrong date on calendar) but in fact I need a response 
today so that I can prepare a letter for the Sponsor. 
 
Thanks 
 
Jacqueline R. Farabee 
Environmental Resources Specialist 
Special Projects and Policy Section 







4


U.S. Army Corps of Engineers 
New Orleans District 
(504) 862-2595 
Have patience.  Worthwhile work takes time. 


 








From: Gutierrez, Raul
To: Farabee, Jacqueline R MVN
Cc: Fontenot, Alison; Seth Bordelon; joshua_marceaux@fws.gov; Joe Maryman; Matthew Weigel
Subject: [EXTERNAL] RE: Information request to GDE MB Sponsor
Date: Thursday, May 05, 2016 10:19:12 AM


In addition to the information requested below, I would be interested in reviewing the following specific items:
- Map showing previous, current, and planned/future condition of the site's hydrology
- Map showing previous, current, and planned/future condition of the site's vegetation
- Map showing previous, current, and planned/future condition of other site features (ponds, food plots, shooting
 lanes, fence ROW, etc.)
- A site restoration plan or similar adaptive management plan that details the work to be undertaken to achieve the
 planned/future condition of the site. This, along with the maps, will determine the credit potential, if any, of the site.
- Plan for amending the Conservation Servitude.


We may provide additional comments or suggestions as we receive more information regarding this bank.


Raul Gutierrez, Ph.D.
Wetlands Section (6WQ-EM)
US EPA Region 6
(504) 862-2371


Office:
US Army Corps of Engineers
New Orleans District
CEMVN-OD-SC
Post Office Box 60267
New Orleans, Louisiana 70160-0267


-----Original Message-----
From: Farabee, Jacqueline R MVN [mailto:Jacqueline.R.Farabee@usace.army.mil]
Sent: Monday, May 02, 2016 3:55 PM
To: Balkum, Kyle <kbalkum@wlf.la.gov>; Bordelon, Seth <seth_bordelon@fws.gov>; Cheatwood, Twyla
 <twyla.cheatwood@noaa.gov>; Davis, Dawn - NOAA Federal <dawn.davis@noaa.gov>; Gutierrez, Raul
 <Gutierrez.Raul@epa.gov>; Hartman, Richard <Richard.Hartman@noaa.gov>; Fontenot, Alison
 <Fontenot.Alison@epa.gov>; Mallarch, Troy <troy.mallach@la.usda.gov>; Marceaux, Josh
 <joshua_marceaux@fws.gov>; Maryman, Joe <jmaryman@wlf.la.gov>; Pecquet, Sharon
 <Sharon.pecquet@la.gov>; Pitre, John <john.pitre@la.usda.gov>; Templet, Kelley <Kelley.templet@la.gov>;
 Weigel, Matt <mweigel@wlf.la.gov>; Williams, Patrick <patrick.williams@noaa.gov>; Zumo, Stephanie
 <Stephanie.zumo@la.gov>
Subject: Information request to GDE MB Sponsor


IRT Members:


It was requested by the Corps (both MVD and MVN) that the Sponsor of the GDE Mitigation Bank provide a
 detailed prospectus to allow for agency review and reassessment of the GDE Mitigation Bank  due to modifications
 proposed in conjunction with the bank (one of which is a high fence).  The purpose of requesting a detailed
 prospectus for the mitigation bank modification is to ensure that the Interagency Review Team (IRT) has the
 information necessary to evaluate his request for credit re-assessment.  According to 33 CFR 332.8 (d) (2)
 Prospectus.  The prospectus must provide a summary of the information regarding the proposed mitigation bank or
 in-lieu fee program, at a sufficient level of detail to support informed public and IRT comment.  The review process
 begins when the sponsor submits a complete prospectus to the district engineer.  For modifications of approved
 instruments, submittal of a new prospectus is not required; instead, the sponsor must submit a written request for an
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 instrument modification accompanied by appropriate documentation.  The district engineer must notify the sponsor
 within 30 days whether or not a submitted prospectus is complete.  A complete prospectus includes the following
 information:
-The objectives of the proposed mitigation bank or in-lie fee program.
-How the mitigation bank or in-lieu fee program will be established and operated.
-The proposed service area.
-The proposed ownership arrangements and long-term management strategy for the mitigation bank or in-lieu fee
 project sites.
-The qualifications of the sponsor to successfully complete the types(s) of mitigation project(s) proposed, including
 information describing any past such activities by the sponsor.
-The ecological suitability of the site to achieve the objectives of the proposed mitigation bank, including the
 physical, chemical, and biological characteristics of the bank site and how that site will support the planned types of
 aquatic resources and functions; and -Assurance of sufficient water rights to support the long-term sustainability of
 the mitigation bank.
The reason behind asking the Sponsor for this information is that CEMVN has not received information defining
 what the Sponsor proposes as the absolute bank acreage, the location of all ponds, travel lanes, food plots, any
 detailed information about the high fence located on the bank, including (structure, right-of-way in relation to, etc),
 information on animal breeding operation and how it would be integrated into the mitigation bank management
 plan, as well as a complete adaptive management plan that would detail intent to remediate all non-compliance
 issues on the site.  The request for the information as provided in a prospectus would provide such basic
 information (including maps, plan view and cross sectional drawings, etc.) to enable us to gain a better
 understanding of what actually exists and what path forward is proposed.


Please let me know if you feel this information would be adequate for your re-evaluation of this mitigation bank or
 if you would like a request for additional information along with what we have requested be submitted.   Also, if
 you would like copies of any other correspondence that we have had with the Sponsor please let me know.


Thanks for your coordination.


Jacqueline R. Farabee
Environmental Resources Specialist
Special Projects and Policy Section
U.S. Army Corps of Engineers
New Orleans District
(504) 862-2595
Have patience.  Worthwhile work takes time.





